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CONSCIENCE; 
: upon this Queſtion, 
88, Whether upon ſuch a Suppofition or Caſe, as is now 6 
& uſually made(The King will not diſcharge hiscruft,but Se 
is bent or ſeduced to ſubyert Religion, Laws wand Li- 25 
berties )SubjeRts may take Arms and reſift? and Whe- 26 
ther that Caſe be now? - £5. Vp 
SC RESOLVED, | _ 
Sv I. That no Conſcience upon ſuch a Suppoſition or Caſt "4 
DY can finde a ſafe and clear ground for ſuch rehſtance. 8, 
4: II. That no man in Conſcience can be truly perſwaded, FN 
| that the reſiſtance now made ts ſuch , as they them- = 
en ſelvespretend to, that plead for it in ſuch a caſe. 9& 
$& II. That no man in Conſcience can be truly perſwaded +: 
; that ſuch a caſe if now, that is, that the King will not Ss | 
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diſcharge his truſt but zs bent to ſubvert, &c. 


4... whence it followeth, i...” 4 > T 
H& That the reſiſtance now made againſt.the higher Power is unwar- 1. 

S rantable, and according to the Apoſtle Damnable , Rows. 1 24M + Ne 
$& thatthe ſhedding of bloudin the putſuit of this reſiſtance ighkdrdier WA 42. 
Wo unto them, that call evil good, and good evil;that put d ri is ans 
. for light, and light for darkueſſe, Iſa, 5. 20. bY 
So» O myſoul come not tho# into their ſecret, Gen. 49. 6. Ns, BE 
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Toal Mſe-led People in this Land. 


>2, E that in theſe times will ſpeak any 
2 thing tothe people in behalf of the 

King,is likely to do it upon diſadvan- 
2 tage,and be heard with prejudice : but 
7 they that would be profitably in- 

formed by what they heare, muſt lead 
an equall care to what is ſpoken ; which I hope you 
will do, being ſuch, for the moſt part, as profeſle to 
make a corſcience of your wayes. I defire therefore 
of you, into whoſe hands this Treatiſe ſhall come, 
that you would receive it with, mind and affeRion, 
anſwerable to that wherewith it is offered to you, 
free from partiality and private reſpe&s ; that you 
would conſider Caſes of Conſcience are written 
out of Conſcience: And were adiſtrefled Prince a fit 
object for flattery, or this kind of inſtruction Capa- 
ble of ſuch language, yet is this a time for every man 
to inform and ſpeak his Conſcience ; and as many of 
you as ſhall reade me in this book, will, I hope,con- 
ceive, I had no other purpoſe inthe publiſhing of ir, 
then to give teſtimony to the truth for the direing 
of your Conſciences and the diſcharge of mine 
own. I have therefore written it plainly without af- 
fearion of curioſity, having reſpe&t onely to —_ 
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The Epifile, &c. | 
profit; the Learned through the Land are ſufficient. 
ly perſwaded, and I may aſſure you all Ages have 
- aſſerted this truth, out of which I could have drawn 
a cloud of witneſlcs and preſented them to your 
fight, but thought ir more expedient for your dire- 
£tion, to ſhew you the clear light of Divine Scri- 

pture and reAified Reaſon, the onely rules of Con- 
ſcience: and if by theſe you ſhall be brovght to ſee 
the crookedneſſe of the New Dodtine of theſe 
times, and the uneven dangerous windings of this 
way of reſiſtance,I have gained the end of my de- 
fires, and you have not loſt by it. 
| One thing I muſt note as ſtrange, thatto diſcourſe 
upon this argumentſhould be thought(as itis by mz» 
ny) 4 work altogether beyond the profeſſion of the 
Divine. Indeed popular Statesmen have alwayes 
held it very impolitick and unreaſonable that Sub- 
jes ſhould not in dangers imminent have means to 
ſave themſelves by a Power of reſiſtance, and ac- 
cordingly framed their principles and grounds of 
State as 'unqueſtionable. We examine not the 
power or wiſdome of Law. makers , but when we 
receive their Law, Declaration, or Command, and 
know it 7z #ermiais, underſtand it in the ſenſe it 
| bears, certainly it belongs to the Divine to conſider 
whether it be againſt Gods Law, and accordingly 
to inſtruct his people, Tf it be agreed upon as athing 
known in this State, that the King is the higher 
Powcr according to S* Paul, the Supreme according 
to S* Peter, the Father of the Commonwealth ac- 
cording to the fifth Commandment, ſurely it be- 
longs to the Divine to urge obedience, honour, and 
ſubjection according to thole places,and reprove re- 
fitance 


The Epiſtle, &c. 
ſiſtance forbidden there : Which obedience we ac- 
knowledge tobe limited and circumſcribed by the 
eſtabliſhed Laws of the Land, and accordingly tobe 
yielded or denyed to the higher Power, if thoſe 
Laws be not repugnant to the Law of God : An4 
for Reſiſtance, as we have not yet heard of any Law 
of the Land that commands or warrants it, ſo we 
know that were there any Law or Ordinance made 
to enjoyn it, ſuch would not bind, being againſt the 
Apoſtles exprefle prohibition, back'd with argu- 
ments drawn from the very reaſon of Government, 
as ſhall be ſhewen in this following Treatiſe, 

Bethey who they will that preſent you with im- 
minent dangers, and work upon your fears, that tell 
you of Fundamentall Laws, and give you rules of 
policy to captivate your reaſon; when all that's 
done, it is the Divine that muſt ſettle the Conſci- 
ence, which will not be quier, if in yielding obedi- 
ence to any Lay or Ordinance, it comes to a ſuſpi- 
cion, that ſuch an Ordinance of man entrencheth 
upon the Word of God. 

Let me tell you (for I ſuppoſe you follow this 
way in the ſimplicity of your hearts) how you are 
wrought upon by them that miſ-lead you. You are 
dealt with according to your generall defire of the 
continuance of true Religion andthe Subjects Li- 
berty, not according to the particular grounds of 
ſafety which conſcience doth require: You are told, 
the Goſpel and your Liberties and all you haveare 
in moſt imminent danger, and without taking Arms 
for the defence,irrecoverably loſt ; and that this is 
lawfull by the Fundamentals of this Kingdome : 
You muſt take all this upon truſt, wichout an ex- 

| C 2 preſle 


The Epiſile,&c. 
prefle and particular warrant,to rule and ſecure your 
Conſcience againſt the expreſſe words of the Apo- 
{tle forbidding reſiſtance, Rom. 13. 

You profcfle your {elves enemies to Popery, and 
good reaſon for it, but why ſhould you therefore 
be enemies to your King that declares againſt i too. 
I would you could obſerve how, under pretence of 
keeping out Popery, you are led in this way of re- 
fiſtance by the like ſteps that brought Popery in. 
For examine your hearts and try if the name of 
Parliament (which is of honourable eſteem with all) 
be not raiſed to the like exceſfle of credit with you, 
as thename of the Church is with the Papiſts , if yon 
have not within you a filent thought of infallibiliry 
inthar great Councel, and fo with an implicit faith 
are ready to receive and maintain whatever 1s con- 
cluded there ; if you be not drawn to believe your 
Prince is minded to overthrow Religion, and upon 
ſuch a ſuppoſall or belief(according to the very me- 
chod of Jeſuiticall praCtiſes) to take up Arms againft 
him. 

So will you, if you look not to it, be blindly car- 
ried on againſt all rules of Conſcience; for you have 
neither certain knowledge of your Princes heart, to 
reſolve far re{iſtance upon a ſuppoſall of ſuch inren- 
tions in him ; nor have you any certain rule to war- - 
rant the lawfulneſle of refiſting upon ſuch ſuppoſall, 
and to ſecure you againſt the Apoſtles prohibition, 
and damnation laid uponit; nor have you any judge- 
ment of Charity, in concluding ſuch intentions in 
your Prince againſt his deepeſt proteſtations made 
in ſuch times of his diſtrefle, and without that all is 
nothing though you lay down, as you think, ou 

ife 


The Epiſtle, &c. 

life for Religion. How much ſafer would it be for .Cor.r;. 
you to be guided by the ſure Rules of Conſcience, 
and (if it ſhould pleaſe God to bring upon you what 
you fear) to ſuffer unjuſtly, then inthe unwarranta- 
ble prevention of it to do unjuſtly, 

To this purpoſe ſhall you have this Treatiſe ſpeak- 
ing to you for the direction of your Conſciences, If 
you think it ſtrikes roo boldly upon any thing con- 
cerning the Parliament, I deſire yours and their fa. 
vourable interpretation, fain would I filence every 
thought and word that may ſeem to refleRt uporr. 
that high Court; but what is neceflary, 1 muſt ſpeak 
for truth and conſcience ſake, from which neither 
King nor Parliament ſhould make us ſwerve. We 
are taught that Kings muſt not be flattered ; and the 
people ought to learn, that Parliaments muſt not be 
Idolized : That has been ofren-charged asa fault 
upon the Clergie, and This I fear is thatfinne of the 
people, which, together with the licentiouſneſle in- 
dulged back again tothem,ha's moved Godto blow 
upon that wiſh'd for fruir we might have reaped by 
this ſo defired a Parliament. For when I ſee man 1s 
more ſenſible of every breach of his own rights and 
priviledges, then of thoſe unparalleld breaches ſo 
frequently made upon Gods publick Worſhip, I 
cannot bur think the Lord will require it of this 
Land ; and whenlT ſee right and juſt ſubverted, pro- 
perty and liberty expoſed to the will and power of 
every one that is pleaſed to conceive his neighbour 
a malignant.and able to make him ſo by command- 
ing his goods and perſon, I'cannot but complain 
wirh the Pſalmiſt, The foundations of the earth are out Plalsz., 
of courſe ; and appeal to heaven, Ariſe 0 God, judge 
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thoutheearth, And 1 truſt, that albeit this Spirit of ſe- 
cution may prevail a while,& this way of reſiſtance 
proſper, for the great but juſt puniſhment of this 
fiafull Land, the Lord will look down from heaven, 
and make truth and peace 2gain to flouriſh out of the 
carth, will look upon the face of his Anointed, and 
Plal.19.35. by this affliction as by a loving corredion make him 
great, Great to the maintenance of Gods truc Reli- 
gion, and tothe reſtoring of the peace and proſperi- 
ty of this Kingdome, And Let all he people ſay, Ae 
men. 
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The Contents. 


Seat. 1, 
He explication of the Queſtion, and generall Reſolu- 
gg of it. 
Sect. TT. 


T he principle or ground on which they go for Reſiſtance 
. examined by Scripture, T heir chief examples, ( to which 
ſhould have been added Libnah's revolt , anſwered now in 
the laſt Seft.)Scriptures againſt them;eſpecially that of the 
12. to the Rom. wrged and cleared : where ſhewed , The 
King is that higher Power.T hat all are forbidden to reſiſt, 
evew the Senate,which by the fundamentalls of that State 
might challenge as much as our great Councel can. That 

rohibition concerns ail times: & was good,not onely in that 
State , becauſe they were abſolute EMonarches, but in all, 
States becauſe of the preſervation of Order which ſhould be 
in all,and was good not onely againſt the Chriftians,becanſe 
their Religion was enatted againſt by Law,but alſo againS#t 
the Senate and People, though they were enſlaved, 

Sect. ITI. 

T heir principle examined by reaſon. Of Fundamentals, 
their groundwork according to the pleaders for reſiftancests 
the originall of Power from the people;and their reaſſuming 
it, when the Prince will not diſcharge his truſt. 

The Power it ſelf. ( diſtinguiſhed from the deſigning of 
the Perſon, and the Qualification of it in ſeverall forms of 
government ) is from God as an ordinance or conſtitution 
under that providence whereby God rules the whole world, 
Creatures reaſonable as well as unreaſonable. 

Set. I 'V. 
- That Power cannot be forfeited to the people or reaſſu- 
med by them. They cannot prove it by virtue of the firſt. 
eleftion, or by any capitulation or covenant or the aath be- 
tween Prince and people. 
$M 
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The Contents. 
Sat Vs: * 

Nor can it be proved by that neceſſitie of means of ſafety 
which ſhould be in every State to provide for it ſelf : bat 
greater dangers and mconveniences would follow by ſuch 
means of ſafety as are pret erded to by reſumins the Power, 

; Sect. V 1, 

The Examination of the Reſiſtance now made. Where 
ſhewen,that it is not ſuch as they themſelves pretend to,who 

cad for it ; either for the generall and unanmons conſent 
of the kingdome ; for it was not ſo agreed upon : or for the 
defenſive way of it; becanſe the King is upon the defenſive, 
For he was not firſt in arms,and the Contention mu$t needs 
appear to be for ſomething the King hath right to hold or 
is bound by oath to maintain, eAiſo becauſe to any mans 
Conſcience it will appear to be an oppugnation rather then 
a reſiſtance or mere defence. 

Sect. V I I. 

The Caſe is not in being. No Conſcience can conclude the 

King to be, what they would have him ſuppoſed :' becauſe 
the jealouſies are groundleſſe. The King hath done ſuſfici- 
eat to clear them, by Promiſes, Proteſtations,atts of Grace. 
And Conſcience if it hold the rule of Charitie, will not 
aguinFt all thoſe conclude contrary intentions in him , upon 
them to ground reſiſtance;but wall, if it will not be partiall, 
iudge the King hath offered ſuch reaſonable means of ſ- 
curitieto this State as ought to have been apprehended ra- 
ther then this hingdome embroyled 11 a Civil war, aid Ire- 
land negletted. Laftly, a Conſcience that concludes for re- 
fiftance, wants the perſwaſion of faith , and the judgement 
of charitie in an high meaſure , ana caunort appear ſafely at 
Gods tribunall, 
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Touching the unlawfulneſſe of the TWarre and 


; Reſiſtance now made again(t the, 
ING. 


222 Amentable are the diſtractions of this 
122 Kingdome, and the more, becauſe 
©2D22,, they gather ſtrength from the name 
"2 and authority of (that , which as ir is 
2 of high eſteem with all, ſo ſhould it 
be a remedy to all theſe our diſtempers ) a Parlia- 
ment: and from the pretended defence of thoſe 
things that are moſt dear unto us,Religion,Liberrties, 
Laws. Whereupon ſo many good people, that have 
cometoa ſenſe of religion and godlinefle, are mi- 
ſerably carried away by a ſtrange implicite faith to 
believe, that whatſoever is ſaid or done in the name 
of a Parliament, and inthe pretended defence of 
Religion, Liberties, Laws, to be infallibly true, and 
altogether juſt. | 

But he that will conſider, men are men, and 
would ſeek a ſurer rule for his conſcience then the 
Traditions or Ordinances of men taken hand over 
head, ſhall upon reaſonable examination find upon 
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2 The reſolving of Conſcience, &e. 

what fair but deceiving pretences, upon what grie. 
vous but cauſclefle imputations laid upon Majeſtic ir 
ſelf, poore people are drawn inro Arms againſt the 
duty and allegiance they ow to their Prince by the 
Laws of God and man, For direing the Conſci- 
encein ſuch anexamination this enſuing Diſcourſe 
is framed, as briefly and plainly as the matter will 
permit. 


SECT. TH 


(Oo_ in reſolving upon a queſtion, firſt 
layes down the Propoſition or Principle or 
Ground on which it goes; then it aſſumes or applyes 
tothe preſent caſe; then it concludes and reſolves: 
as in this queſtion, affirmatively for Reſiſtance, 
thus, Subjects in ſuch a caſe may arm and reſiſt : 
Bur that caſe is now come: Therefore now they 
may and do jultly reſiſt, 

Or negatively againſt Reſiſtance, either by deny- 
_ ing the Principle : Subjets may not in ſucha caſe 
arm 8 reſiſt; therefore now they do not juſtly reſiſt. 
Orby admitting the Principle and denying the Caſe; 
Subjects in ſucha caſe may arm and refiſt, But thar 
caſe is not now. Therefore now they do not juſt- 
ly armand reſiſt. 

Whar it is that Conſcienceis here to admit or de- 
ny, and how it ought to conclude and reſolve, this 
enſuing Treatiſe will diicover: which that it may 
more clearly appear, we will premiſe, 

Erſt, that in the Propoſition or Principle by the 
word Reſiſtance is meant; not a denying of obedience 
to the Princes command, but a rifing in arms, a for. 
cible reſiſtance ; this though clear .cnough in the 

queſti- 


 Thereſolving of Conſcience, &c, 2 
queſtion, yet I thought firto infinuate, to take off 
that falle impuration laid upon the Divines of this 
Kingdome, and upon all thoſe that appear for the 
King in this caule, that they endeavour to defend an 
abſolute power 1a him, and to raiſe him to an Arbi- 
trary way of government ; This we are as much 
againſt on his part, as againſt Reſiſtance on rhe ſub- 
jets part. For we may and ought to deny obedience 
to ſuch commands of the Prince, as are unlawfull 
by the Law of God, yea,by the eſtabliſhed Laws of 
the Land: For in theſe we have his willand con- 
ſent given upon good advice, and to obey him 
againſt the Laws were to obey him againſt himſelf, 
his ſudden will againſt his deliberate will; bur a far 
other matter it is to reſiſt by power of arms, as is 
inthe queſtion implyed, andas we ſee at this day to 
our aſtoniſhment, firſt the power of arms taken from 
the Prince by ſetting up the eALilitia,then that pow- 
er uſed againſt him by an army in the field. 

Secondly , we maſt conſider, that they which 
plead for Reſiſtance in ſuch a caſe as is ſuppoſed, do 
grant it muſt be concluded upon, Omnibus ordinibus 
reeni conſentientibns , that is, with the generall and 
unanimous conſent of the Members of the two 
Houſes, the repreſentative body of the whole King- 
dome: alſo they yield it muſt be onely Legztema ate 
fenſio, a mere defenſive refiſtance;and this alſo Con- 
ſcience muſt take notice of. 

Thirdly, it is conſiderable, that in the ſuppoſitt- 
on or caſe it is likewiſe granted by them, that the 
Prince muſt firſt be ſo and ſo diſpoſed, and bent to 
overthrow Religion, Liberties, Laws, and will not 


diſcharge his truſt for the maintaining of them, be- 
A 2 fore 
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fore ſuch a Reſiſtance can be pretended to. And al- 
though the queſtion is, and muſt be ſo put now, as 
that it ſeems to ſtreightenthe Caſe, and make it de- 
pend upon the ſuppoſall of the people; yet it ſo 
much the more enlarges the falſhood of the Princi- 
ple, for it plainly ſpeaks thus z If ſubjedts believe or 
verily ſuppoſe their Prince will change Religion, 
they may riſe in arms; whereas all that have pleaded 
for Reſiſtance in caſe of Religion, did ſuppoſe ano- 
ther Religion enjoyned upon the ſubject firſt. We 
will therefore endeavour to clear all for the reſel- 
ving of Conſcience in theſe three generalls : 

I. That no Conſcience upon ſuch a caſe as is ſup- 
poſed can find clear ground toreſt upon for ſuch re- 
fiſtance asis pretended to, but according to the rules 
of Conſctence, What is not of faith is ſinne : and, Is 
doubtful things the ſafer way is to be choſen, Conſci- 
ence it will find cauſe to forbear and to ſuffer , ra- 
ther then reſiſt ; Joubrfull, I ſay, not that a Conſci- 
ence truely informed will not clearly fee the unlaw- 
fulneſle of this Reſiſtance, but becauſe no conſci- 
ence can be truely perſwaded of the lawfulnefle of 
3r, and ſo that Conſcience that reſolves for it, muſt 
needs run doubtingly or blindly upon the work. 

I I. That the refiſtance now uſed and made againſt 
the Prince 1s not ſuch as they pretend to, either for 
that generall and unanimous conſent that ſhould pre. 
cede it, or that defenſive way that ſhould accompa- 
ny it, according to their own grants that plead for 
ir, and therefore Conſcience cannot admit ſuch a re- 
fftance as is made now adayes. 

III. If Conſcience could be perſwaded , that it 
is lawfull in ſuch a caſe to reſiſt, and that this riſing 
in 
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 inarms is ſucha reſiſtance as they ſay may in ſuch a 
caſe be pretended to, yer can itnever(ifit be wil- 
ling to know any thing)be truly perſwaded that ſuch 
a cafe is now come, that is, That the King refuſes to 


diſcharge his truſt , is bent to overthrow Religion, . 


8&c. and therefore Conſcience cannot but reſolve, 
this Oppoſition and Reſiſtance to be unlawfull, un- 
warrantable, and(according tothe Apoſtle) damna- 
ble; and that people,running into arms without ſuffi. 


cient warrant, commit murder if they ſhed bloud in - 


the purſuit of this Refiſtance, and periſh in their own 
 ſinne, if die in the cauſe. : 


Irſt then, that the Principle is untrue upon which 
they go that reſiſt, and that Conſcience cannot 
find clear ground to reſt upon for making reſiſtance: 


for it heares the Apoſtle expreſlely ſay, Whoſoever Rom.1t4.2. 


reſiſt ſhall receive to themſelves damnation: and it can- 
not find any limitation in Scripture that will excuſe 
the Reſiſtance of theſe dayes. 

The exception or limitation that is made, is taken 
from the Perſons reſiſting, and the Cauſes gf refiſt- 
ance, thus, They thatare private perſons and do re- 
ſiſt upon any cauſe receive damnation, but the States 
or repreſentative body of the whole people may re- 
fiſt upon ſuch or ſuch cauſes. 

But how will this ſatis fie Conſcience, when eve- 
ry diſtinction or limitation made upon any place of 
Scripture, muſt have its ground in Scripture ; this 
ha's onely ſome examples in Scripturethat come 
rot home tothe cauſe, and ſome appearances of 
Reaſon; which are eaſily refuted by clearer Scripture 
and Reaſon, RA 1 The 


Wis 6 


1, Sam. 14s 


2.Chro. 26 
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6 The reſolving of Conſcience, ec, 

The examples alledged are, I. The peoples re- 

ſcuing of Jonathan our of the hands of Saul. 
Anſw, Here the people drew not into arms of them- 
ſelves, but being there at Sauls command , did by a 
loving violence and oo hinder the exccu- 
tion of a particular and paſſionate unlawfull com- 
mand, . 
11. Davids reſiſting of Saul. Anſw. 1. Davids 
evardthat he had abour him was onely to {ecurehis 
perſon againſt the cut-throats of Saul, if ſent to take 
away his life. 2. It was a mere defenſe without all. 
violence offered to Saul;therefore he ſtil] gave place 
as. Saul purſued, and did no at of hoſtility to him or 
any of his army when they were in his power, 
1.Sam.26, Butthirdly, becauſe they gather out of 
the 1,Sam.23.12.that David would have defended 
Keilah againſt Saul, if the inhabitants would have 
been faithfull to him. We ſay that's onely an uncer- 
tain ſuppoſition, not fit to ground Conſcience in this 
great point of reſiſtance; alſo to this and all other 
Davids demeanours,in his ſtanding out againſt Saul, 
we ſay his example was extraordinary; for be was 
anointed and deſigned by the Lord to ſucceed Saul, 
and therefore he might uſe an extraordinaty way of 
ſafeguarding his perſon. 

Theſe are the chicf examples. They make uſe al. 
ſo of the high Prieſts reſiſting the King in the tem- 
ple, and Eliſha's ſhutting the door againſt the Kings 
Meſſenger that came to take away his head.; and the 
like; which ſpeak not ſo much as the two former, 
having no appearance of ſuch reſiſtance as is imply- 
ed inthe queſtion. 

But we anſwer, 1. That of the high Prieſt is 

| more 


T he reſolving of Conſcience, &c. 7 
more pertinently applyed to the Popes power of 
excommunicating and depoſing Kings, then to this 
power of reſiſting now uſed , bur truly to neither. 
For he did no more then what every Miniſter may 
and ought to do if a King ſhould attempt the admi= 
niſtration of the Sacrament; thar is, to reprove him, 
to keep the Elements from him. Ambroſe Biſhop 
of Milan withſtood the Emperour at the entrance of 
Gods houſe, not by Excommunication, much lefle 
by force of arms, but by letring him underſtand he 
was not fit for that place, there to be made partaker 
of the holy things, till he had repented of that ont- 
rage and bloudſhed art Theſlalonica. Upon which 
the Emperour withdrew. 

The Prieſts here are ſaid to thruſt him out of the 
Temple, but we muſt note Gods hand was firſt upon 
him ſmiting him with leprofte, and by that diſchar- 
ging him of the Kingdome alſo, Iris added in the 
text, yea himſelf alſo haſted to go out. But enough of 
this. | 

2, Eliſha's example ſpeaks very little. But let us 
thence take occaſion to ſay, That Perſonall defence 
is lawfull againſt the. ſudden and illegall afſaults of 
ſuch Meſſengers; yea of the Prince himſelf thus far, 
to ward his blows, to hold his hands, and the like: 
not to endanger his perſon, not to return blows, noz 
for though it be naturall ro defend a mans ſelf, yet 
the whole Commonwealth is concerned in his per- 
ſon, as we (ee in the Commonwealth of the crea- 
tures, one particular nature will defend it ſelf againft 
another, bur yield tothe univerſal], 

If this be drawn from Perſonall defence to the 


Publick reſiſtance now uſed , as uſually rhey make 
the: 


'$ " The reſolving of Conſcaence, &e. 


the Argument thus ; If the body naturall then the 


body politick may defend it ſelf, if a private perſon 
much more the whole State may; and they do bur 
ſhut the way up againſt the King that comes to de- 
{troy his Parliament, and take away their heads. 

We anſwer: As the naturall body defends it ſelf 
againſt an outward force, but ſtrives not by a ſchiſme 
or contention within itſelf; ſo may the body po- 
litick againſt an outward power, but not as now by 
one part of it ſer againſt the Head and another part 
of the ſame body; for that tends to the diſſolution 
of the whole. Again: Perſonal defence may be 
without all offenſe, and does not ſtrike at the order 
and power that is over us, as generall reſiſtance 
by Arms doth, which cannot be without many un- 
juſt violences, and does immediately ſtrike at that 
order which is thelifeof a Commonwealth, And 
this makes a large difference *twixt Eliſha's ſhutting 
the doore againſt this meſſenger, and their ſhutting 
up the way againſt the King by armed men; nor can 
they conclude upon ſuch an intention in the Kings 
heart without the Spirit of Eliſha. He profeſſeth he 
intends no violence to his Parliament, nor ha's he ta- 
ken away the head of any of theirs that have fallen 
into his power,nor does deſireany other puniſhment 
inflicted upon any that do oppoſe him, then what a 
Legall triall ſhall adjudge them to, which no good 
Subjec ought to decline. 

Now letus ſee how Scripture excludes this and 
all other exceptions, giving no allowance to reſiſt- 
ance, in regard of Perſons or Cauſes , or other pre- 
tences, and this not onely by Examples, butby Pre- 


cept, Concluſions, Reſolutions, which are more ſafe. 


Firſt, 
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The reſolving of Conſcience, &c, 9 
Firſt, we have the two hundred and fifty Princes 
of the Congregation , gathering the people againſt 


Moſes and Aaron, Numb. 16,3. and periſhing in 
their {finne. . Tf it be replied , the Perſons indeed 


were publick, butthere was no cauſe for it; Moſes 
2nd Aaron did nor deſerve it. I anſwer, but the 
other ſuppoſed they did, and that is now enough, it 
ſeems,to makepeople not onely ſay.to their Prince, 
You take too much upon you , but therefore to riſe in 
arms alſo , which I hope will appear to be without 
caufe too in the end of this Treatiſe. 

Secondly, ſee for the cauſe of Reſiſtance, xr. Sam. 
8. 11. there the people are letto underſtand how 
they ſhould be oppreſled under Kings, yet all that 
violence and injuſtice that ſhould be done unto them 


| isnojuſt cauſe of reſiſtance, for they have no reme- 


dy left them but crying to the Lord, v.18. 

Thirdly, we have not onely Eximple, but Reſo- 
lution and Concluſion out of Scripture, The peo- 
ple mightnot be gathered together either for Civill 
aſſemblies, or for warre, but by his command that 
had the power of the Trumper, that is, the ſupreme 
as Moſes was, Numb. 10. 

Alſo when David had Saul and his army in his 
power, he reſolves the matter thus, 1ho can ſtretch 
out his hand againſt the Lords anointed and be guilileſſe, 
1.Sam.26.9, If replyed, now they intend not hurt 
tothe Kings perſon; yet might not they as well have 
hurt his perſon intheday of battell, as any of them 
that were ſwept away from about him by the furie 
of the Ordinance, which puts no difference *twixt 
Kings and common ſouldiers ? 

This alſo I muſt obſerve concerning this point of 

reſiſtance, 


IF. 
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10 The reſolving of Conſcience, &c, 
Reſiſtance, out of the Old Teſtament ( for from 
thence have they all their ſeeming inſtances ) Thar it 
is a marvellous thing,that among ſo many Prephers 
reprehending the Kings of Iſrael and Judah for 
idolatry, cruelty, oppreſſion, none ſhould call up- 
on the Elders of the people for this duty of Refiſt- 
ance. | 

But laſtly, that place of the Apoſtle, Rom, 13. at 
firſt mentioned, does above all give us aclear reſo- 
lution upon the point, which now I ſhall free from 
all exceptions. 

Firſt, I may ſuppoſe, that the King is the Supreme, 
as S, Peter calls him; or the higher power, as S$. Paul 
here, though it be by ſome now put to the queſtion, 
as one abſurdity commonly begets another to de- 
fend it; but I prove it, S.Peters diſtinftion compre- 
hends all that are in authority, The King as ſupreme, 
and thoſe that are ſent by him, 1. Pet. 2, 12. in which 
latter rank are the two Houſes of Parliament, being 
ſent by him, or ſent for by him, and by his Writ fit- 
ting there. Alſo by the Oath of Supremacy it is ac- 
knowledged, That there is no power above him 
without or within this Realm; and that he is in all 
Cauſes and over all Perſons Supreme. Alſo ac- 
knowledged by the Petitions of the two Houſes ad- 
dreſſed unto his Majeſtie, whercin they ſtyle them- 
ſelves H# loyall Subjefts. But enough of this. 

"Secondly, in the text of the Apoſtle, All perſons 
under the higher power are expreflely forbidden to 
reſiſt, For whoſoever, in the ſecond verſe, muſt be as 
large as the every ſoul in the firſt, and the reſiſtance 
torbidden here concerns all, upon whom the ſubje- 
con 1s injoyned there, orclſe we could not make 

theſe 


The reſolving of Conſcience, oc. Ir 
theſeUniverſals good againſt the Papiſts, exempr- 
ing the Pope and Clergie from the ſubjeion. 

' Thirdly, in thoſe dayes there was a ſtanding and 
continuall great Senate, which not long before had 
the ſupremepower inthe Romane State, and might 
challenge more by the Fundamentralls of that State, 
then ourgreat Councel (I think ) will, or can. But 
now the Emperour being Supreme, as S. Peter calls 
him; or the h/gher power, as S. Paul here, there is no 
power of reſiſtance left to any that are under him,by 
the Apoſtle. This for the Perſons that ſhould reſiſt, 
all are forbiaeh Now conſider the Cauſe, 

Fourthly, was there ever more cauſe of reſiſtance 
then in thoſe dayes? were not the Kings then not 
onely conceived tobe enclined fo and ſo, buteven 
actually were enemies to Religion, had overthrown 
Laws and Liberties ? and therefore if-any ſhould 
from the Apoſtles reaſons that hegives againſt Re- 
fiſtance in the 3, 4, 5 verſes, (For rulers are not ater- 
roar to go0d works bat evil, andhe is the miniſter of God 
70 thee for good) reply, That Rulers ſo long as they 
are not a terrour to the good, but miniſter for our 
good, are not to be refiſted : the confideration of 
thoſe times leaves no place for ſuch exception, be- 
c2uſe the Powers then ( which the Apoſtle forbids 


to reſiſt) were nothing ſo, but ſubverters of that _ 


which was goodand juſt, 

If it be replyed, That prohibition was tempora- 
ry and fit for thoſe times, as it is ſaid by ſome. I an- 
ſwer, 1. This is a new exception never heard of ( I 
think) butin theſe times. 2. Ir is groundlefle, and 
againſt the Text, for the reaſons of the prohibition 


in the 3, 4, 5, 6 verſes, are perpetuall, from that or- 
B 2 der, 
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L2 The reſolving of Conſcience, 37. 

der, that good, for which the Powers are ordained 
of God, which will be of force as long as there 1s 
government, and will alwayes be reaſons againſt re- 
filtance ; becauſe reſiſtance ( thoughit be made a- 
gainſt abuſed Powers as then they were ) doth tend 
tothe diſſolution-of that order, for which the pow- 
er it ſelf is ſetup of God. By which alſo that other 
diſtinction of theirs is made void , when as they 
reply, as they think, acutely, That they reſiſt not the 
power, buttheabuſeof the power. 

It is alſo anſwered by ſome, that the Emperours 
then were abſolute Monarchs, and therefore not to 
be reſiſted. 1 anſwer: They did indeed rule abſo- 
lutely and arbitrarily, which ſhould have according 
ro the principles of theſe dayes been a ſtranger mo- 
tive to reſiſt. But how did they make themſclves of 
Subjects ſuch abſoluteMonarchs, was it not by force 
and change of the government, and was not the 
right of the people and Senate ( according to the 
Principles of theſe dayes ) good againſt them with 
as much or more reaſon, then the right ofthe people 
of this Land is againſt the ſucceſsion of this Crown 
deſcending by three Conqueſts « And this I ſpeak 
not to win an Arbitrary power or ſuch as Conque- 
rours uſe, unto this Crown, but onely to ſhew that 
Reſiſtance can be no more made againſt the Kings of 
England, then it could againſt thoſe Emperours. 
Nay, with leſle reafon againſt them, then theſe. 

Laſtly, it is replyed, That Chriſtian Religion was 
then enacted againſt by Law; but the Religion con- 
tended for is eſtabliſhed by Law. I anſwer: Burt is 
the Religion eftabliſhed denied to any that now fight 
for. it ? Shall the Apoſtles prohibition be good 

| againſt 
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The reſolving of Conſcience, &*c; 13 
againſt Chriſtians in the behalf of aQuall Tyrants 
perſecuting that Religion, and not againſt Subjects 
freely enjoying the Religion eſtabliſhed 2 Or may 
Proteſtants upon a jealouſie reſiſt a Proteſtant King 
profefling the ſame Religion, and promiſing to con- 
ſerve it entire to them ? 

2. The prohibition does not onely concern Chri- 
ſtians,but all the people under thoſe Emperours, and 
not onely Religion was perſecuted, bur Liberties al- 
{o loſt, the people and Senate were enſlaved by E- 
dicts and Laws then inforced upon them, and they 
(according tothe principles of theſe dayes ) might 
refit, notwithſtanding the Apoſtles prohibition,and 
the Laws then forced upon them ; or elſe: the State, 
as they uſually ſay, had not means to provide for its 
ſatetie. Thus one phanſfie of theirs thwarts another, 
becauſe beth are groundlefſe. Burt 'more anon of 
thoſe means of ſafetie they ſuppoſe to be in- every 
State, by the power of Reſiſtance. 

Hirherto of Scripture, which is moſt powerfull 
againſt Reſfiſtance,in the prohibition and the reaſons 
ef it, by which Conſcience will clearly ſee, it can 
have no warrant from Scripture for Reſiſtance, 
Now let us try what Reaſon can enforce. 


SECT -: £&*: 


Or proving this: Power of reſiſtance, there is 
muctr ſpeech uſed about the Fundamentalls of 
this government, which becauſe they lie low and 
unſeen by vulgareyes, being not written Laws, the 
people areeafily made to believe they are ſuch as 
they (rhat have power to build new Laws upon 


them) ſay they are. And indeed none'fo'fir ro. judge 
| | 0 


B 13:5: 2-106 1 


79 | 


I4 The reſolving of Conſcience, &c. 

of them as they : Yet this we know, and every one 
that can uſe his reaſon knows, that the Fundamen- 
talls muſt needs be ſuch as will bear the ſettled go- 
vernment of this Land, ſuch as are not contradicto- 
ry to the written eſtabliſhed Laws : but both the go- 
vernment we ſee uſed in this.Land, and the written 
Laws which we reade, muſt have a correſpondency 
and analogie of reaſon to theſe Fundamenralls, and 
they to thele. 

Well then, they that plead for Power of reſiſt. 
ance in the people, lay the firſt groundwork of their 
Fundamenralls thus: Power is originally in and 
from the people, and if when by election they have 
intruſted a Prince with the power, he will not diſ- 
charge his truſt, then it falls to the people ; or, asin 
this Kingdometo the two houſes of Parliament(the 
repreſentative body of the people)to ſeeto it; they 
may reaſſume the power. 

This is the bottom of their Fundamentalls as 
they are now diſcovered to the people. But here 
we may take notice by the way, that however the 
Fundamentalls of this Government are much talked 
of, this is according to them the Fundamentall in 
all Kingdomes and Governments;for they ſay pow- 
er was every where from the people at firſt, and fo 
this will ſerve no more for the power of reſiſtance 
in England, then in France, or Turkey : but if this 
muſt bea Fundamentall,ir is fuch an one as upon it 
this Government cannot be built, but Confufionand 
Anarchy may readily be raiſed;as ſhall appear by the 
clearing of theſe two particulars, Whether the 
Power be ſooriginally and chiefly from the people 

as they would:have it; then, Whether they may 
upon ſuch cauſes reafſume that power, Firſt, 
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Firſt, of the originall of power, which they will 


have ſo from the people, that it ſhall be from God 


. onely by a kind of permiſſive approbation as we 


may ſee by the Obſervatour,and all other that plead 
for this Power of reſiſtance, We muſt here diſtin- 
guiſh what the Writers of the other ſide ſeem to 
confound, to wit, the Power itſelf, ( which is aſuffi- 
ciency of authority for- command and coercion in 
the governing of apeople) from the deſigning of the 
Perſon to bear that power, and the qualification of 
that power according to the divers wayes of execu- 
ting it in ſeverall forms of government ; and then 
we grant that the deſigning of the perſon is ſome- 
times from the people by choice, and that the pow- 
er of the Prince receiving qualification by joynt 
conſent of himſelf and the people, is limited by the 
Laws made with ſuch conſent ; bur the power it ſelf 
is of God originally and chiefly: which we prove 
by Scripture and Reaſon. | 

Firſt, by ſuch places of Scripture as plainly ſhew 
an ordaining and appainting, rather then a permiſſi- 
on or approbation: , | 7: + 

I. : The Apoſtle ſpeaks it expreflely, The powers 
are of Goda, Rom. 13.1. and, the ordinance of God, 
V.2. S, Peter indeed ſaith , every ordinance of man, 
1. Epiſt.2, but of 2a there, and of God here is much 
differing; there it is dr9gonivy, of man, ſubjed:ve, that 
is, every orcigance or power ſet up.,amongft men ; 
but here it is 2x7 @w, of God, canſaliter, that is, 
from him, his ordinance; and if inthat 2-5pozty there 
beimplyed ”w_ creation or cauſality., os invention 
of man, ſt reſpe&s the qualification of the power 


according to the forms of ſeverall mn 
offices 


go 
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1 offices inthem, which are from the. invention of 
i ' man; it does not make the power it ſelf the creation 
| of man, which is the conſtitution and ordinance of 
|" *<God; and men are not onely naturally bent to ſocie- 
j ty , butalſoare bound as they are reaſonable crea- 
tures, to ſet up and live under government as under 
an order of that providence by which the world is 
governed. 

IT. Heis catled the miniFer of God, v. 4. but if ſo 

from the people and no otherwiſe from God then 
they would have him, he ſhould be miniſter popul: 
rather; he is indeed their miniſter for their good, 
which makes the people to be the end of this go- 
verning power, not the fountain and originall of it: 
therefore the neceſſity of ſubjetion urged inthe v. 
ha's a double-ground, The ordinance of God, whoſe 
miniſters rulers are, there's the fountain and origi- 
nall of Power to govern;then the Peoples good, upon 
which Rulers ought to attend, that's an end of the 
Governing power. 
II. Tothe ſame purpoſe ſpeak thoſe other pla- 
Ces, By me Kings rttene : and, IT haveſaid yee are Gods, 
Pſal.82.in relation to which our Saviour ſaith Joh. 
| I0.Thcy are called Gra's to whom the word of God came, 
| that dzxz, that.word is the command, the iſſuing our 
as it were the commiſſion for the ſetting up of a go- 
verniing power among the people, 

Theſe places cannot be ſatisfied with that poore 
part, they on the other ſide leave to God in the ſet- 
ting up of power for the governing of men, thart is, 
to approve it when the people ha's created or in- 
vented it. Indeed if we confider the qualificationof 
this governing power, and the manner of executing 
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ir according to the ſeverall forms of. governtnenit, 
wegtatited it before to be the invention pf man,and 
when ſuch. a qualification or form is orderly agreed 
upon, we ſay it ha's Gods permiſſive approbation. 
And therefore the imputation is cauſeleſſe which 
the Pleaders on the other fide do heedleſſely and 
jgnorantly lay upon us Divines, as if we cryed:up 
Monarchy, and that onely government. to jr Jure 
divino. For although Monarchy ha's this excellen- 


cie, that the Government God ſet up over his peo- _ 


ple in the perſon of Moſes, the Judges, and the 
Kings was Monarchicall, yet we confeſſe that nei- 
ther thar, nor Ariſtocracy, or any other form is jure 
divino, but we ſay the power it ſelf, or that ſuffici- 
ency of Authority to govern, which is in Monarchy 
or Ariſtocracie,abſtractly conſidered from the qua- 
lifications of either form, is an efflux or conſtitution 
ſubordinate to that providence, an.ordinance of thar 
Dix, that ſilent Word by which the world was at 
firſt made, and is ſtill governed under God. 
Secondly, as this appears by the former places of 
Scripture, {ois italſo ſuitable to Reafon : Becauſe 
God doth governall creatures, Reaſonable as well 
as Unreaſonable ; the inferiour or lower world he 
governs by the heavens or ſuperiour bodies, accor- 
ding to thoſe influencesand powers he ha's put into 
them; and the reaſonable creatures, Men, he go- 
verns too by others ſet up in his ſtead over them; 
for which they are called Gods, becauſe in his ſtead 
over the people : and the powers are ſaid to be 
vai Bcd Trray per, ROM, 13. 1.not onely Sn ed, from 
God: but alſo as orders ranked under him- too, fub- 
ordinate to that providence by which all creatures 
are governed. C Theſe 


Bl 
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Theſe his Miniſters he ſometimes deſigned immes- 
diately by himſelf, as Moſes, the Judges , Saul, Da- 
vid, &c; Now he defignes his Vicegerents on earth 
mediately, as by eleRion of the people, by ſucceſh. 
on or inheritance, by conqueſt, 8c. To conclude, 
The power it ſelf of goverment is of God, however 
the perſon be deſigned, or that power qualified ac- 
cording to the ſeverall forms of government by 
thoſe Laws that are eſtabliſhed, or thoſe grants thar 
are procured for the peoples ſecuritie.. Thus much 
of the originall of Power. 


SECT. 1M. 


Ow wecome'to the Forfeiture, as I may call it, 

.of this power. If the Prince, ſay they, will not 
diſcharge his truſt, thenir falls to the people orthe 
two Houſes (the repreſentative body of the people) 
to ſee to it, and to reaſſume that power, and thereby. 
to re{ift. This they conceive to follow upon the der7- 
wation of power from the people by virtue of election, . 
and upon the ſtipulation or covenant of the Prince 
with the people, as alſo to beneceſſary in regard of. 
thoſe meazs of ſafety , which every State ſhould have. 
within it ſelf. We will examine them in order.and. 
ſhall find the arguments inconſequent. 

Concerning the derivation of power we anſwer; 
Firſt, if it benot from the people, as they will have . 
it, and as before it was cleared, then can there be. 
no reaſſuming of this power by the people ; that's- 
plain by their own argument. | 

Secondly, if the people ſhould give the power ſo 
abſolutely as-they would have it, leaving nothing to.. 
God init but approbation, yet could they not there- 

fore . 
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fore have right to take that power away. For many. 
things which are altogether in ourdiſpoſing before. 


we part with them, are not afterward. in our power 
to recall ; eſpecially ſuch in which there redounds 
to God an intereſt by the donation, as in things de- 
voted, though afterward they come to be abuſed. 


| Soalthough it were, as they would have it,that they 
give the powerand God approves; yet becauſe the 


Lords hand alſo & his oyl is upon the perſon eleQed 
to the Crown, and then he is the Lords anointed, 


and the miniſter of God, thoſe hands of the people 


which were uſed in lifting him' up to the Crown, 


may not again be lifted up againſt him, either to 
take the Crown from his head, or the ſword out of 


his hand. This will not a true-informed Conſci- 
ence dare to do. | 
Thirdly, How fhall the. Conſcience be ſatisfied 


that this their argument; grounded upon ele&ion_ 


and the derivation of power from the people can 


have place in this Kingdome, when as the Crown 


not onely deſcends by inheritance, but alſo ha's ſo 
often been ſettled by Conqueſt in the lines of Sax- 
ons, Danes, and Normans? .In anſwering to-this 
they look beyond all theſe, and ſay, theright is ſtill 
geod to the people by reaſon of their firſt elefion. 
Ianſwer:So then that firſt eletion muſt be ſuppoſed 


here,8 ſuppoſed good againſt all other titles, or elſe 


this power of reſiſtance falls to the ground. It is 
probable indeed that Kings at firſt were by choyce 
here as elſewhere; but can Conſcience reſt upon 
ſuch remote probabilities for refiſtance , or think 
that firſt cletion will give it power againſt Princes 
that do not claim by it. We tell them the Romane 
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- rule as Copquerours: God forbid. But to ſhew t 


This I ſpeak, not as if the Kings of this Land might 


whether Kings were in this Land at firſt by cleQtion 
or no; we acknowledge what belongs to the duty of, 
a Prince in doing juſtice and eOuy' What Grants 
alſo, Laws, Priviledges have fince thoſe conqueſts 
been procured, or reſtored to the people ; unto all 
thoſe the King is bound, But'yet not bound under 
forfeiture of his power to the people : which now 
comes to be examined in that capitulation or cove-- 
nant heis (aid toenter with the people. 

In the next place therefore, That Capitulation or 
Covenant, atid the Qath which the Prince' takes to 
conficm what he promilcth, are ſoalledged, as if the. 
breach or non-performance on the Princes part 
werea forfeiture of his power. But we anſwer, The 
WorcS/capitulition.0r covenant are now much uſed” 

to. 
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ro make men believe the Kings admittance to the 
Crown is altogether conditionall, as in the merely 
eletive Kingdomes of Polonia, Swedeland, &c. 
whereas our King is King before he comes to the 
Coronation, which is ſooner or later at his:pleaſure, 
but alwayes to be in due time in regard of that ſecu- 
rity his people receive by his taking the oath, and he 
again mutually from them, in which performance 
there is ſomething like a covenant, all-but the forfei. 
ture. The King there promiles, and: binds himſelf 
by oath to performance. Could they in this covenant 
ſhew us ſuch an agreement berween the King and his 


people, that-in caſe he willnot diſcharge his-rruſt, 


then it ſhall be lawfull for the States of the King- 
dome by arms to reſiſt, and provide for the ſafety: 
thereof, it were ſomething. 

If itbe ſaid, that ſo muchis implyed inthe firſt; 
election. We anſwer: We examined: that:{leader 
plea of the firſkeleRion above, as it was thought to 


be a derivation of power. Now as-it isthoughtto- 


havea covenant-in itz. we ſay , That: uſually in-all 
Empires, the higher weariſe, the freer wefind the 
Kings, and ſtill downwards the people have. gained- 
vpon them : For at firſt when-people choſe: their: 
Rulers, they did, as Juſtine in the beginning of his 
hiſtory obſerves, reſigne themſelves tobe governed 
by ſuch, of whoſe prudence and moderation they. 
had experience, and then, Arbitria Principum pro le-. 
gibus erant, the will and diſcretion-of the Prince was 
law unto the people; but men were men-though in 
Gods place, and therefore for the reſtraint of that - 
power, with conſent of the Prince ſuch Laws: 


have been till procured by the people: as might: 


make for their ſecurity, C5: Now- 
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Now from a promiſe the King makes for doing 
juſtice (the duty of every Prince ) for the continu- 


ing thoſe priviledges, immunities , that have been 


granted or reſtored to the people, and for the ob- 
ſerving of thoſe Laws that have been eſtabliſhed 
with the Princes conſent, and from that oath ( by 
which for the greater ſecuritie of the people he 
binds himſelf to the performance of the premiſes) 
to infer a great obligation lieth upon him, is right: 
but to gather thence a forfeiture of his power upon 
the not performance, isa plain but dangerous incon- 
ſequent argument. 

And though ſuch argument may ſeem to have 
ſome force in States merely elective and pactionall, 
yet canit never be made to appear to any indifferent 
underſtanding,that the like muſt obtain in this King- 
dome. And to this purpoſe Phil. Pareus excuſeth 
what his father had written more harſhly upon the 
I 3. tothe Romanes, in the point of reſiſtance, that 
it was to be underſtood of elective and pactionall 
government, not tothe prejudice of England, or 
ſuch Monarchies. For where the King, as it is ſaid, 
never dyes, where heis King before oath or coro- 
nation, where he isnotadmitted upon any ſuch capi- 
tulation as gives any power to the people, or their 
repreſentative body, as is pretended to: Nay, where 
that body cannot meet but by the will of the Prince, 
and is difloluble at his pleaſure; that there, in ſuch a 
State,ſuch a power ſhould be pretended to, and uſed 
againſt the Prince as at this day , and that according 
ro the Fundamentalls of ſuch a State, can never ap- 
pear reaſonable toany indifferent judgement, much 
lefle ſatisfie Conſcience in the reſiſtance that is now 
made by ſucha pretended power. What 


" Wo 
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What then ſhall we ſay? Is the King not bound 


to perfom © Yes, by all means. Or ha's he not a 
limited power according to the Laws © Yes, 
What then if he will take to.himfelf more pow- 
er, or not perform what he. is bound to © Sup- 
poſe thar ( though thanks be to God we are not 
come to that) then may the Subjects uſe all fair 
means as are fitto uſe, cryes to God, petitions 
to the Prince, denialls of obediene to hisunlawfult 
commands, denyalls of ſubſidy, ayd, &c., Butare 
they. left without all means to compell by force: 
and reſiſtance * This however it may at firſt ſight: 
ſeemunreaſonable to the people, and very impoli- 
tick to the Stateſman, yet ha's Scripture forbidden 
it, as before was plainly ſhewed,and ſo doth Reaſon - 
too, as will appear in the examination of their laſt 
proof they make for reaſſuming this power and ' 
reſiſting, from that neceſſity of means of ſafety, 
which every State is to have within it ſelf: Of which: 


now . 
SECT. PF. 
JT thelaſt placeitis thus reaſoned, Were it not ſo 
that the two Houſes might take and uſe this - 
power, the State ſhould not. have means to pro- 
vide for it's own ſafety, when the King ſhall pleaſe 
to deſert his Parliament, deny his conſent to- their 


bills, abuſe his power, 8c: So they. 
When right and juſt will not defend a thing then 


Neceſſity is uſually .pleaded ; as if, becauſe Salvs 


populz ina good ſenſe is Suprema lex, every thing. 


muſt be honeſt which is Sparte Utile, imagined to - 


conduceto the propoſed end. WE anſwertherefore, - 
; Firſt, - 


84 
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Firſt, They have many weapons ſharpened for 
this reſiſtance at the Philiſtins forge, arguments 
borrowed from the Romane ſchools, among them 
this is one, the very reaſon that is made for the 
Popes power of curbing or depofing Kings in caſe 
of Hereſy. For if there be not that power in the 
Church, ſay they, then in caſe the Civill Magi- 
ſtrate will not diſcharge his truſt, rhe Church ha's 
not means for themaintenance of the Catholick faith 
and its own ſafety. Well, as we reply to them, the 
Church ha's means of preſerving the faith, ſuch as 
God ha's appointed, though not that of one Viſible 
head, which though at firſt ſeems plauſible for pre- 
ſerving the Unity of faith,yet ha's experience ſhown 
it, to be indeed the means to bring much miſchief 
uponthe Church: So tothe other we ſay, The State 
ha's means of preſervation ſuchas the Law ha's 
preſcribed, though not ſuch as are here pretended: 
to in this power of reſiſtance ; which though ſeem- 
ingly plauſible, yet true reaſon will conclude them 
dangerous, and at this day, God knows, we ce it. 

Of this in the fourth anſwer more particularly. 
Secondly, If every State ha's ſuch means to pro- 
vide for its ſafety, what means of ſafetie had the 
Chriſtian Religion under the Romane Emperours 
in and after the Apoſtlestimes ? or the people then 
enſlaved, what means had they for their Liberties? 
had they this of reſiſtance 2 Tertullian, in his Apol. 
ſayes, the Chriſtians had number and force ſvffici- 
cnt to withſtand, but they had no warrant ; and the 
Apoſtle expreſlely forbids them, and all other under 

the higher power,to reſiſt, 

It it be replied, as it was above touched, That 
things 
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things being ſo enacted by Law, it was not lawfull 
for them to reſiſt. I anſwer: Bur it is known that 
not onely thoſe Edits which concerned Chriſtian 
religion, bur alſo all other rhat proceeded from 
choſe Emperours and enſlaved the people, were 
merely arbitrary and enforced upon the Setiate, and 
that the Senate did not diſcharge their ttt in cori- 
ſenting to them, and therefore: according to the 
former poſition the people might reſiſt , notivith- 
ſtanding the Apoſtles prohibition; ot elſe no means 
of ſafery left in that State, | 

So would it be in this State, if at any timea Kin 
that would rule arbitrarily, as thoſe Emperotirs did, 
ſhould by ſome means or other work out of the two 
Houſes the better affe&ed, and by the Conſent of 
the Major part of them that remain, compaſle his 
defires , mightthe people then'teſiſt * The Apoſtle 
forbids it ro them as well as to the Romanes in ſuch 
a caſe: if ſo, where are theſe means of ſafery by 
this Power of reſiſtance 2 Or are theſe means of ſafe- 
ty cxtin& in the Conſent of the Senate, or the two 
Houſes 2 No, the people will tell them they diſ- 
charge not their truſt, rhey choſe themrnor to be- 
tray them, enſlave them ; but according tothe prin- 
ciples now taught them, they might lay hold upon 
this power of reſiſtance, for their repreſentative bo- 
dy claims 'it by them. "= 

Thirdly we anſwer, We cannot expe abſolute 
means of ſafety and ſecurity in a State, but ſuch as 
are reaſonable ; and ſuch are provided, eſpecially 
inthe fundamentals of this Government, by that 
excellent temper of the three eſtates in Parliament, 


there being a power of denying in each ofthem,and 
| D no 
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no power of cnaQting. in;one or.two of them with- 
'out the third; - which -as-it is for.the ſecurity of the 
' Commonwealth ( for what might follow if the 


King and Lords without the Commons, or theſe 
andthe Lords without the King, might determine, 


-the evils of theſe dayes do ſhew) ſois this power of 
denying, forthe ſecurity of each State againſt other, 


. of the Commons againſt the King and Lords,of the 
"Lords againſt them: andmuſt the King truſt onely, 
and not be truſted 2 Muſt not he alſo have his ſecu- 


rity againſt the other, which he cannot have but by 
Power of denying? This is that Temper of the three 
Eſtates in.Parlitament, the due obſerving whereof,in 
the. moderate uſe of this Power of denying, is the 


.reaſonable means of this. States ſafety : But: now 


not onely the name of Parliament, which implyes 
the three. Eftates,.1s reſtrained uſually to the: two 
Houfes, but alſo that Temper is diſſolved.-T.need 
not ſpealcit, the diſtractions and convulſions of the 
whole Commonwealth, as the diſtempers in a natu- 
rall body., do ſufficiently ſhew ſuch a diflolution , 
and what's the cauſe of it, | 

_ Tf it be replied, as it is, for the reaſonablenefle of 
theſe means of ſafety, through that Power of refiſt- 
anceand the finall truſt repoſed in the repreſentative 
body of the people, That many ſee more then one, 
and more ſafety in the judgement of many then of 
one. Anſw. True, But.1, Conſcience might here 
demand for its ſatisfa&tion, Why ſhould an hundred 
in the Houſe of Commons ſee more then three 
hundred ; or twenty in the Lords Houſe, more then 


fixty that are of diftrent judgement and with- 
drawn 


2. Reaſon 
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2. Reafon doth ſuppoſe, That thePrince,though 


one, ſees with theeyes of many, yea with their eyes' 
who are of different judgement from him, for 


which his Houſes of Parliament are his great. Coun- 
cc! to preſent to his eyes the differences of things 
with the reaſons of them; and albeit he ſometimes 
diflents from the Major or Prevailing part, ' becauſe 
he is convinced in his own judgement they ſeck 
themſelves not his or the publick good, or for other 
reaſons that may perſwade him againſt their Vote, 


yet havealltimes thought good to have Kings, and 


roreduce the judgement of many unto one. The 
Government which God made choice of to ſet-up 
among his people was Monarchicall ſtill, firſt in 
Moſes, then in the Judges, then inthe Kings ; yea 
generally all Authours yield, and experience ha's 
taught it, That ' Monarchy is a better government 
then Ariſtocracy, becauſe the Tyranny and Miſcat- 
riage of one, ſometime happening in a Monarch, is 
nothing ſo dangerous as Oligarchy, Faction, and 
Diviſion uſually incident to Ariſtocracy or the Go- 
vernment by many equals. Again, as all times have 
thought it reaſonable to have Monarchy,which fet- 
tles the chief power and finall judgement in One ; 
ſo will there be alwayes ſufficient reaſon to with- 
hold the King from a wilfull deniall of his Conſent 
to the free and unanimous Vote of his Houſes :- he 
cannot but ſee there will alwayes be ſome neceflary 
rrre accrewing to him by his Parliament, that will 

eep him in all reaſon from doing ſo, and nocaſes 
can be put or inconveniences feared ypon his Power 
of denying, but greater and miore eminent will ap- 
pear upon his not having it, as ha's been infinuared, 
and now do follow. D 2 Fourth- 
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| Fourthly therefore and laſtly we anſwer. Such 
power of reſiſtance would be no fit means of ſafety 
to a State, but prove aremedy worle then the dif- 
cafe. This is very plain by the drift of the Apoſtles 
reaſons which he gave againſt reſiſtance, inthe 3, 4, 
5, 6. V. of the 13. to the Rom. in which we may 
conſider, that,although the Powers then were alto- 
gether unjuſt, tyrannicall, ſubverters of true Religi- 
on, nothing anſwerable to the end for which the 


Governing power is ordained, yet doth the Apo= 


{tle draw. his reaſons againſt the reſiſting of them, 
from that good, thar- juſtice, that order for which 
Gad hath ſetup: the higher Powetrs;to infinuate,that 
the.refiſting of the higher Powers,even when they 
are ſo, does tend to the overthrow of that order 
which is, the life of a Commonwealth , and this 
nat onely becauſe there js.ſtil] order under. tyranny, 


but chiefly becauſe, if it. were. good. and lawfull to 


reſiſt the power, when abuſed,it would open a way 
ro the. people upon the. like pretences to reſiſt and 
oyerthrow even Powers ducly adminiſtred for the 
executing of wrath upon them. that do evil. 

I enter this diſcourſe, not:to.caſt the leaſt blemiſh 
upon Parliaments, (which are an onely remedy. for 
diſtempers, of the kingdome ) not to refle& upon 
the inteatians of. thoſe. that ate yet reſident inthat 
high. Court, (unto Godzthe judge of all, they ſtand 
or tall) not to.raile.jcalouſtes, but to ſettle. Conſci- 
ence,and inthe.way of reaſoning to ſhew according 
tothe Apoſtles reaſons what dangers and evils may 
enſue uponthis power of reſiſtance. 

For firſt of all, This power. of reſiſtance, if admit- 
ted and purſued may proceed to a change of Go. 
vernment,, 
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vernment, the Principles that now are gone upon, 
and have carried it fo farreas we ſee at this day,may 
alſo lead it on tothat greateſt of evils : and I have 
heard and ſeen it defended by the example of the 
Low-countreys z how they excuſe it, throughly I 
examine not, but this I am ſure they can ſay, That 
their Prince , fucceeding in the right of the Duke of 
Burgundie was admitted upon other conditions then 
the Kings of England are: alſo that a contrary reli- 
gion was. enforced upon them by aterrible Inquiiti- 
on, whereas they that do reſiſt the higher Powers. 
here, do freely enjoy. their religion, and have the 
Princes promiſe and proteſtation for it. 

Secondly, This Power of refiſtance when. uſed, 
and purſued, is accompanied with the evils.of Civil: 
warrez Former times ſhew it, and how little was 
gained by it beſide the expence- of bloud; as when 
all was referred. to the rule and diſpoſing of the 
12 Peeres,how long laſted i:? what ſecurity. had the 
State by it 2 and at this day we fcel and groan under 
the evils brought upon us through this power of 
reſiſtance, the Law filenced, the Propertie and Li- 
bertie of the ſubje& every. where invaded : andthe 
Lord knows when or how we {hall be. reſtored to 
them, or better ſecured in them by this way. 

Thirdly, We ſee the danger; if (as it is now ſaid, 
for the juſtifying of this power of reſiſtance, The 
King will not diſcharge his: truſt, and therefore it 
falls tothe repreſentative body of the people to ſee 
to it,ſo) the People being diſcontented, and having 
gotten power ſhall ſay, The Members of the two 
Houſes do not diſcharge the-truſt commitred to 
them, they do not that for which they were choſen 
D 3 and 
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and ſent for,then may the multitude by this rule and 
principle now taught them take the Power to them- 
ſelves , it being claimed by them, and ſay to them 
as Numb. 16. Te take too much upon you , or, as 
Cade and Tylar , boaſt themſelves Reformers of 
the Commonwealth, overthrow King and Parlia- 
ment, fill all with rapine and confuſion , draw all 
to a Folkmoot, and make every Shire a ſeverall 
Government. 

Theſe are Dangers and Evils not conceived in 
the phanſie, bur ſuch as reaſon tells us may follow, 
and experience hath often , and this day doth ſhew 
us, do ariſe upon this Power of reſiſtance, and for 
the preventing of which, the Apoſtle gave his rea- 
ſons againſt reſiſting even of abuſed Powers, as we 
heard above. 

Laſtly therefore , Secing ſome muſt be truſted 
in every State, *tis reaſon the higheſt and finall truſt 
ſhould be in the higher or ſupreme Power with 
whom next to himſelf God hath intruſted the 
whole kingdome , all other that have power and 
truſt, having it under him as ſent by him; Good 
reaſon I ſay that the ſupreme Power ( which is 
worth 10000 of the ſubjects ) ſhould have the beſt 
ſecurity on its fide, for as much as Order , the life 
of a Commonwealth, is ſo beſt preſerved, and not 
ſo endangered by Tyrannie as by factions , diviſion, 
tumults, power of reſiſtance on the ſubjects parr, 
& this is according tothe drift of the Apoſtles rea- 
ſons againſt refiſtance,as before they were laid down 

Well now unto all that hath hitherto been ſaid 
from Scripture and Reaſon let Conſcience adde the 
oath of Supremacie and Alegeance, alſo the late 
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Proteſtation,and confider what duty lyes upon eve- 
ry ſubject by the former to defend the Kings perſon 
and right againſt vzhat Power ſoever, and how by 
the latter he hath proteſted and undertaken before 
Almighty God,in the firſt place to defend the ſame; 
and then what can Conſcience conclude from the 
Premiſes ? that the Prince hath his Power for the 
good of his people? true, but that Power cannot be 
prevalent for the good and proteRion of his people 
uvleſle it be preſerved to him intire, unlefle he hath 
the Power of Deniall, and the chief command of 
Arms; or that the Prince hatha limitted Power,ac- 
cording to the Laws eſtabliſhed? true, but if Con- 
ſcience be perſwaded he does not hold himſelf 
within thoſe bounds ſo fixed, can it be perſwaded 
alſo that the people may reaſlume that Power they 


never had? or take that ſword out of his hand that 


God hath put into it? No, Conſcience will look at 
that Power as the Ordinance of God, and the abuſe 
of that Power as a judgement and ſcourge of God 
upon the people, and will uſe not Arms to reſiſt the 
Ordinance under pretence of reſiſting the abuſe, but 
cryesand prayers to God, petitions to the Prince, 
denials of obedience to his unjuſt commands,denials 
of ſubſidies, aids, and all fair means that are fit for 
Subjeds to uſe, and when done all, if not ſucceed, 
will rather ſuffer then refiſt:ſo would a truly inform- 
ed Conſcience reſolve, were the Prince indeed what 
he is ſuppoſed to be, and did he do indeedas the 
people are made to fear and believe he will do. 
Hitherto we have been in the examination of the 
Principle upon which they go that plead for reft- 


ſtance, and we have found both Scripture and _— 
on 
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ſon ſpeak plainly againſt the reſiſting even of abuſed 
Powers, profeſſed enemies to Religion, actuall ſub. 
. verters of the peoples liberties, how much more 
againſt the reſiſting of a Prince that profeſſeth the 
ſame religion which we freely enjoy, promiſeth the 
maintaining of that and our liberties, onely upon a 
ſuppoſall he will not ſtand to his word, will over- 
throw all. 

This however it may ſeem lefle reaſonable to the 
Statiſt in the way of policy,permitting as little as he 
can to the goodnefle of the Prince or the provi- 
dence of God for the ſafety of the State , yet ought 
it to ſatisfy a Chriſtian in the way of Conſcience, 
which when it comes to a defire of being ſafe, will 
' not reſt till it have a ſure ground, which here it hath 
againſt reſiſtance laid down by Scripture and Rea- 
ſon;even the Apoſtles reaſons ſo powerfull againſt 
refiſtance. 

The ſumme of all is this, Conſcience hears the 
Apoſtle expreſſely forbid all under the higher 
Power to refiſt, finds no other clear Scripture to li- 
mit it, finds thatthe limitations given will not con- 
{iſt with it, for the reaſons of them ( that are drawn 
from the Election of the people,and the Covenant 
ſuppoſed therein, from the neceffity of means of 
ſafety in every State to provide for it ſclf) were as 
ſtrong in the Romane State as any nay, are ſuppo- 
ſed by thoſe that urge them, to be the Fundamen- 
tals of every State; and ſo refiſtance is forbidden 
as well here, as there in the Romane State, which is 
allo cleared by the Apoſtles reaſons, ſhewing the 
Power of reſiſtance cannot be the means of ſafety, 
bur ſtrikes at Orderand Power it {elf, though made 

againſt 
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againſt tyrannicall and abuſed Powers, as before 
often infinuated. Therefore Conſcience will not 
dare to go againſt the Apoſtles expreſſe prohibiri- 
on, leſtir fall into the judgement denounced by him. 

But if there ſhall be any Conſcience as ſtrongly 
carried away with the name of a Parliament, as the 
Papiſts are with the name of the Church, and think- 
ing Religion may be defended any way,& that upon 
ſuppoſall that their Princeis minded to change it, 


- (which is another humour of Popery ) will not be 
perſwaded that the refiſtance made upon the pre- 


ſent ſuppoſall is unlawfull, againſt Gods word, and 
reaſon;I am ſure ſuch a Conſcience cannot be truly 
perſwaded it is lawfull, but muſt want that clear 
ground it ought to have,eſpecially ina matter ſo ex- 
preſly againſt the Apoſtle, and of ſuch high con- 
cernment as damnation; muſt needs runne Llindly, 


and headlong by a ſtrange implicit faith upon fo 


oreat a hazard. 
SECT. FT, 


NC” we come to the application of their prin- 
ciple to the preſent, where we muſt enquire ac- 
cording to the ſecond and third Generalls, whether 
the reſiſtance now made be ſuch as-is pretended to 
by them in ſuch a caſe as they ſuppoſed, and then 
whether Conſcience can be truly perſwaded the 
King is ſuch and ſo minded as in the caſe he is ſup- 
poſed tobe. | 

The chief confiderations of theſe two Generalls, 
are matters of fatz The principle was examined by 
Scripture and Reaſon,theſe admit the judgement of 


ſenſe, and are cleared by what we heare and ſee; 
E which 


oo, 
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which judgement of ſenſe is not ſo cafily captivated 
by an implicit faith as that of Reaſon is ; inſomuch 
as Conſcience here cannot be ſo blinded but it may 
ſee, that (were the principle good on which they 
reſt, yer) this reſiſtance which they make, is not ſuch 
as they pretend to, and that this King , whom they _ 
reſiſt, is not ſuch as in the caſe they ſuppoſed him 
to be, not ſuch as ought to be reſiſted according to 
their own grants. | 

The ſecond Generall was , That the Reſiſtance 
now made is not ſuch as is pretended to by them 
that plead for it, and therefore Conſcience cannot 
be rruly perſwaded it may lawfully bear part in ir, 
or aſſiſt them that in the purſuit of it pretend one 
thing and do another. | 

It was premiſed at the beginning that ſuch a re- 
ſitance ſhould be omnibus ordinibus reeni conſenti» 
entibas, agreed upon' and undertaken'by the gene- 
rall and unanimous conſent of the whole State, and 
that it ſhould be oncly Legitima defenſio, a mere de- 
fenſive reſiſtance; and theſe laid down, not that I ad- 
mit'refiſtance howevet coniditioned { for. all that I 
have ſaid before doth altogether condemn it bur 
according to their own grants that plead for it : To 
this purpoſe it is that they ſay the King is Unjverſis 
mmor, lefle then the whole State, and every body 
naturally defends it ſelf. Therefore if a contention 
be between the Head and the Body , it muſt in/all 
reaſon be the whole Body thar is ſet againſt it; and 
if there be ſuch an appearing againſt the ſupreme 
Power,astends to reſiſtance, the conſent and judge- 
menr of the whole kingdome'muſt be againſt him, 
or clfe every prevailing faftion might indanger the 
State 


v»SF Yo WW 


" VS wu hw # ty Www ww EE PAY ' Y Was Y 
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State by cauſing ſuch changes and. evils as now i'ts 
threatned with: This is the reaſon of this unreaſon- 
able power of reſiſtancein thepeople. | 
Well then how ſhall Conſcience be perſwaded 
that this reſiſtance was agreed upon by an unani- 
mous and free conſent of the. States aſſembled in 
the two Houſes, ſuch as in this caſe may be called 


the judgement of the whole kingdome? _ 


He that knows how the M1:1/a(in which this re- 
ſiſtance chiefly began) was brought in, with-what 
oppoſition, Slpecllly in the Lords houſe, and by 
what number there at length was. voted ; alſo how 
the like proceedings of refiſtance,that have been vo- 
ted ſince, are declared againſt , by a greater number 
of each Houſe thendo remain in either,ſuch as have 
been caſt our or withdrawn themſelves upon diſlike 
of theſe proceedings: can he, I ſay, that knows this 


. 


(and who knows. nor, that hath cyes:and cares?) 


be in Conſcience perſwaded, that this is ſuch an 

unanimous, free, and generall conſent, the judge- 

ment of the wholekingdomes I 
For. though 1. Vote paſſed by a few upon the 


place ha's the power and condition of a Vote forthe 


ormality of Law, yet, if the queſtion be, Was this 
paſſed in full aſſemblices.? Was it freely and general- 
ly cartied 2 Did they all unanimouſly 4&5 :0ne mans 
conſentunto'it ? Conſcience cannot-be convinced 


there is ſuch efficacy in the place, as to. make a few, 


the whole;.or their agreement to be that judgement 
of the whole kingdome, that unanimous conſent, 
which muſt be in the caſe of reſiſtance, by their ac- 
knowledgement that plead for it, For were it in this 
caſe to be held for the judgement of the whole, 
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which is paſſed by a few, then would the State be 
unreaſonably expoſed to that danger (above men- 
rioned) which every prevailing faction might bring 
upon it under the pretence of the judgement of the 
whole kingdome, 

Again, as Conſcience cannot be truly perſwaded 
thar this reſiſtance is agreed upon with ſuch a gene- 
rall and unanimous conſent, as they themſelves pre- 
tend to, which plead for this reſiſtance, ſo can it 
not be truly perſwaded that this reſiſtance is ſuch 
for the mere defenfive way of it, as it ought to be 
according to their grants and pretences that appear 
for it: = =... 

Conſcience here will ſce how to reſolve,upen the 
triall of theſe two particulars, Whether the King or 
ti;ey be upon the defenſive part 2 then, Whether the 
managing of this warre or reliftance on their parts, 
be ſo void of hoſtile aQs, as the defenſive way, 
which they pretend to, ought to be ? 

Conſcience will diſcern whether part is uponthe 
defenſive, by inquiring, Firſt, Who were firſt in 
Arms 2 Hethat can number the ſucceſſion of weeks 
and moneths in his Almanack may decide this. He 
ſhall find that armed men were thruſt into Hull,.the 
Kings Arms ſeized againſt his will, the. Militia ſet 
up, andby thar the Kings ſubjeQs drawn into Arms 
before the King had any thing to oppoſe. but Pro- 
clamations': that ſubſcriptions for Plate, Money, 
Horſe ; that liſting of ſouldiers for the field, and ap- 
pointing of Officers of the Army were begun upon 
their part, before his Majeſty did the like. -Now re- 
fiſtance doth in the word it ſelf and in their-pretence 
preſuppoſe a power and force firſt made againſt 

them.,, 
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them, whereas it is plain, they were ſtill upon the 
preventing and forehand with the King, ſtill ſhewed 
him example for what he ha's done fince in the way 
of Warre: yet muſt the people believe he raiſes the 
Warre, and they are upon defenſe; but Conſcience 
will not be ſo forced. | 

Secondly,by inquiring what is the cauſe of theſe 
Arms ? What do they contend for « And though it 
be clear, that if Subjedts be firſt in Arms they can- 
not be upon the defenſive, yet the conſideration of 
the cauſe will more apparantly convince it, when 
Conſcience ſhall ſce it is not for what is pretended, 
but for ſomething the King ha's right to deny, that 
this reſiſtance is made. The preſervation of Religi- 
on and Liberties is pretended , but can it be foret- 
ther © The King denies them not : Their Religion 
they freely enjoy ; and'was it ever known that Sub- 
je&s ſhould riſe in Arms againſt their Prince for a 
Religion which he promiſes to maintain 2 Or does 


 Reljgionftand innced of a defence, which it ſelf 


condemnes, a defence which would be a perpetuall 
ſcandall to it ? If therefore Religion bethe pretence 


'but no cauſe of Warre, then is the Warre raiſed on 


their part, the King is upon thedefenfive; Or can it 
be for ancient Rights and undoubted Priviledges 
that they contend © The King denyes them not, pro- 


miſethall ſecurity ſo he mayenjoy his own, 8 God 


forbid that either He or they ſhould ſuffer in their 
juſt Rights. But would any man ever have defended 
the revolt of the ten Tribes,if Rehoboam had pro- 
miſed to conſerve their Liberties « What ſhall we 


then think of this generall Revolt from- Allegiance 


that ha's poſſeſſed well-near ten- Tribes of twelve 2 
; Ez They 
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They ſuppoſe he will not make good his promiſes, 
and therefore they will make all ſure,{cize his Arms 
and Forts, ſtrip him of all, and if begin to ſtirre for 
his own Right and Dignity , then the people muſt 
be made tob<lieve he makes warre againſt his Par- 
liament, intends to deſtroy their Liberties. But can 
any man in Conſcience think his Majeſty fince the 
beginning of this breach was ever in {uch a Condi- 
tion of ſtrength as might threaten the Liberty ofthe 
SubjeR,or deſtroy Parliaments, whenas it was long 
ere he could with much ado attain to any reaſona- 
ble means of ſubſiſtence, or to ſuch . a ſtrength 
RE he might ſeem to be able to defend him- 
elf 2 

To ſpeak the truth, Religion and Liberties can 
be no other then the pretences of this Warre, the 
King ha's fortified them ſo with many Acts of 
Grace paſſed this Parliament, that they cannot be in 
rhat danger which is pretended for the raifing of 
this Warre. Ir muſt be ſomething that his Majeſtic 
does indeed deny for which the contention is raiſed: 
That we ſhall find to be His Power of Arms and 
ordering the Militiaof the kingdome, His Power of 
denying in Parliament, His diſpoſing of the offices 
of State,and ſuch like; Alſo the Government of the 
Church and the Revenue of it. In the three former 
he challenges his right,as his Predeceſſours had; the 
other he is bound by Oath to maintain as by Law 
they are eſtabliſhed. Well, if theſe be attempted, 
and his Majeſty will not be forced from them, can- 
not yield them up, but ir comes to Arms, then will 
Conſcience eafily be convinced the King is upon 
the defenſive, for the maintaining of what he juſtly 


holds 
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holds his right, or is bound by Oath to defend. 

And if we hearken to the peoples voice, for that 
commonly ſpeaks the mind of their leaders, we ſhall 
hear them uſually call this Warre, as they did that 
with the Scots, The Biſhops Warre. His Majeſty 
has indeed alwayes declared againſt the. altering of 
the Government of the Church by Biſhops, being 
ſuch as italwayes had ſince the firſt receiving of the 
Chriſtian Faith in this land, and of all other Go» 
vernments ſimply the beſt, if reformed from abuſes 
and corruptions that have grown upon it, to the 
purging out of which his Majeſty is alwayes ready 
ro agree. But beit the Biſhops Warre (though the 
aboliſhing of that Government be bir one of the 
many inconveniences which this Power of reſiſt. 
ance doth threaten this: Land with, and which the 
King has reaſon by Power of Arms to divert) whe- 
ther is it ſo juſt in Subjects by Arms to force a 
change of Government which was alwayes in the 
Church, and by Law eſtabliſhed,as it is in the King 
to defend the ſame as he is bound by Oath * it is 
clear which of the two are upon the defenfive. 

The ſecond particular by which the defenſive 


way of this reſiſtance is to be examined;was the ma- 


naging of this Warre on their parts, whether ſo void 
of acts of Hoſtility as that defenſive way ſhould be 
which they pretend to. Davids refiſtance made a- 
eainſt Saul is frequently alledged by them , which 
example, though it will not countenance their cauſe 
(as was ſhewed before) yet might it tell them their 
demeanour ſhould be anſwerable. He offered no act 
of violence to Saul, but ſtill gave place and with- 


drew from him : the Spear indeed and the Cruſe 
David 
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David took away from the Kings head, but it was 
onely to ſhew Abners neglect who had the Com- 
mand of Sauls Militia, and to teſtifie his own inte- 
ority, therefore he reſtored them before they were 
demanded, 1.5am.26. 

But now the Kings Spear and his Cruſe, his Am- 
munition and his neceſſary Proviſions are taken a- 
way, intercepted, not reſtored though often de- 
manded, uſed againſt him with all advantage; nay he 
is ſtript of the very power and command of Arms, 
his Officers and Miniſters thruſt our, and other ſub. 
ſiruted,and by them his people drawn into Arms a- 

ainſt him. . | 

Alſo by theſe that are in refiſtance againſt the 
King, his Loyall and Peaceable Subjets are aſſault- 
ed, deſpoiled of their Arms, Goods, Eſtates ; their 
perſons impriſoned, becauſe they would according 
to their Allegiance aſſiſt him in this extremity, or 
would not, contrary to their Conſcience, joyn 
with them againſt him. What Conſcience that will 
not follow this way with a ſtupid implicit faith can 
be perſwaded that this Warre is the defence of the 
Subjects Liberties, and not rather an oppugnation 
of them ? or that it isa mere reſiſtance or withſtand- 
ing of a force firſt made againſt them,and not rather 
a violent illation or bringing in of force uponthoſe 
that were diſpoſed to peace. Therefore no Con- 
ſcience thatha's a ſenſe of Religion, or of that 
which is juſt and right between man and man. can 
bear a part in this reſiſtance, for fear of that ſentence 
of damnation which the Apoſtle ha's laid upon it. 


SECT. 
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SECT. FILL. 

Ut in the laſt place, if Conſcience could be per- 
{waded, that it is lawfull upon ſuch a caſe, as 
they make, to take Arms and reſiſt, and that this 
rifing in Arms is ſuch a defenſive refiſtance, as in 
ſuch a caſe they ſeem to pretend to, yet how-will 
it be per{ſwaded that the Caſe is now, that is, That 
the King is ſuch as the people muſt be made to be- 
lieve heis, unles it will as deſperately offend againſt 
the rule of Charitie, in fo concluding upon the 
King, as it does againſt the rule of Faith and Per- 
ſwaſion, in admitting ſo ungrounded a principle as 
is now reſted on for refiſtance: ſo that ſuch a Con- 


B 


ſcience ſhall have in its perſwaſion neither certainty 


of Rule; for the principle it goes on is falſe,nor cer- 
tainty of the Caſe, for it knows not the heart of 
the King, to conclude for refiftance upon ſuppoſals 
of his intentions, and in its judgement it will be al- 
together void of Charitie, | 

| Indeed it concerns all ſuch as will refiſt upon the 
principles now taught to render their Prince odious 
to his people under the hatefull notions of Tyrant, 
Subverter of Religion, and Laws, a Perſon not te 
be truſted, or at leaft as one ſeduced to ſuch evil de- 
ſignes, by wicked Counſel. But what 2 Hath this 
King forbid the exerciſe of the Religion eſtabliſhed, 
or left off to profeſſe it himſelf 2 hath he diſclaim- 
ed his truſt, or not upon all occafions promiſed 
juſtice and libertie to his Subjects? 

Yea! but they have cauſe to fear Popery will pre- 
vail, and that he will not ſtand to his promiſes. It 
ſeems they are men that would be loath to ſuffer 
for their Religion, they are ſo ready to fly to Arms 
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to ſecure themſelves; But ſhall ſubjects rife in Arms 
2gainſt their Prince upon ſuch remote fears and jea- 
loufies as theſe will appear to be? When can ſuch 
be wanting in turbulent minds 2 When ſhall the 
Prince be aſſured of ſafety? This was the way that 
David himſelf was ſhaken our of his throne, and 
driven from Jeruſalem by Abſolom : This cunning 
Rebell ſteals away their hearts by rayſing jealoufies 
in them and an evil opinion of Davids government, 
2. Sam. 15. 3. Someground, it ſeems, he had for 
his treacherous plea, through the negligence of 
thoſe that were under David; but it was his villanie 
to make uſe of it to the alienating of the People 
from their King. Accordingly let us now conſider 
what ſlender grounds our people have for their fears 
and jealoufies, then what ſecuritie they have and 
might have againſt them, that it may appear how 
cauſeleſle thoſe jealonſies are in themſelyes, how 
unjuſt cauſes of this reſiſtance. 

If we examine the fears and jealouſfies that have 
poſſeſſed the people we ſhall find them to be raiſed 
upon theſe or the like grounds; Reports of forrain 
Power to be brought in, The Queens Religion, The 
reſort of Papiſtsto his Majeſtie, His intercepting 
of means ſent for the relief of Ireland , from 
whence the people by their good teachers are made 
to believe, that he means to enſlave this people, re- 
—_— Popery, and does comply with the Re- 

S. 

In anſwer to all which I needed not to ſay more 
then what Michael the Archangel to the devil that 
arch-accuſer , The Lord rebuke thee , Jude 9. but 
nm particular; For ſuch reports of invaſions from 

abroad, 


—— 
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abroad, as were, before the ſetting up of the Mili- 
ria, given out to keep the people amuſed, the eaffer 
to draw them into a Poſture of Defence as was pre- 
tended, all ſuch are diſcovered by time to have been 
vain; if there be now any forrain ayds towards the 
King (as all Chriſtian Kings cannot but think them- 
ſelves concerned in the cauſe) it will be as juſt for 
him to uſe them againſt ſubjeRs now in Arms, as it 


was unjuſt in the Barons to call in the French againſt XK. 7obs, 


their naturall King. 

For the Queens Majeſtie; Her Religion is no new 
cauſe, if it be a ſufficient cauſe of Jealoufie to them, 
they have had it from her firſt entrance; I wonld to 
God it were otherwiſe with her,that it would pleaſe 
the Lord to open her eyes that ſhe may ſee the truth 
and light of the Proteſtant Religion : onely this I 
muſt ſay, this is not the way to draw her to it, if ſhe 
look at it in the dodtrines and practices of theſe 
times ſhe is not like to fall in love with it. 

For the reſort of Papiſts , and the Kings enter- 
taining them; He hath often declared what caution 
he defired to uſe therein, tilt-neceffitie hath driven 
him to admit of ſome few into his Army, which al- 
ſo he anſwered lately. Let me adde this concerning 
the juſtneſle of ir, If he hath entertained any into 
this ſervice, he may juftly make uſe of them. We 
ſee what manner of men were gathered to David in 
his diſtreſſe, 1. Sam. 22. 2, and how falſe Ziba 
bringing provifion to the King when he fled from 


 Abfolom, was entertained and rewarded, infomuch 


that the King ( when afterward he knew how Ziba 
had abuſed him to gain his own ends ) would nor 


reverſe the ſentence pronounced in bis favour; If 
F 2 therefore 
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therefore in this diſtreſſe after much forbearance 
our King hath admitted the help of ſome Recuſants, 
it cannot be alledged as a cauſe of the refiſtance now 
made againſt him, but thart reſiſtance was a cauſe of 
it; and it the Papiſt will ſhew himſelf a good ſub- 
jeR, it is juſt and reaſonable that the King when he 
is put to it, may admit of his help, and the more 
ſhame it is for them that profeſſe the Proteſtant 
Religion to force him to itz a ſcandall that would 
not cafily be wiyed off from our Religion, were it 
to ſtand or fall; by the doctrines of this giddie Age. 

Laſtly, His Majeſtic hath written enough for the 
clearing himſelf from thoſe falſe and odious impu- 
tations laid. upon him in relation to the Iriſh buſt- 
nefſe. I have onely thus much to ſay, concerning 
any thing intended for the relief of Ireland, It was 
orcat pitic they ſhould want it there, bur it is more 
pitifull, theKing ſhould be forced to make uſe of. it 
here. | 

It is not long ſince our neighbour Nation 
broughtan Army intothe Northern parts of this 
kingdome to the great detriment of the inhabitants 
there, and it was excuſed by invincible neceſſitie, 
which drove them hither.. The neceſfitic his Maje- 
ſtie was driven to is ſufficiently known, and might 
ex cuſe him, in taking his own where he meets with 
it, and drawing it from his ſervice abroad to that 
which more nearly concerned him at home. And 
when his Arms, Moneys, and Proviſions are ſciſed 
on wherever they be found intended for him, and 
imployed againſt him ina Warre, the Lord knows 
how unneceſlary, ſhall it not. be lawfull for him to 
take ſome part ofthem where. he finds it for his ne» 
ccllary defence 2. Indeed. 
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Indced the diſtreſſe of Ireland by the help of 
wicked Pamphlets hath been uſed as agreatengine 
ro weaken the Kings reputation with his people; 
but upon whoſe account the heavie reckoning of 
that neglected Cauſe will be laid, together with the 
diſturbance of this kingdome, any man in Conſci- 
ence may ealily diſcern, that ſees what ſufficient and 
reaſonable means might have been had for the ſecu- 
rity of Religion and Liberties, and for the redreſſe 
of all juſt grievances before this time. Which is the 
next thing conſiderable : What his Majeſtie hath 
done and profered to exempt theſe {cruples of fears 
and jealofies out of his peoples-minds.. 

For Religion, if it be a new Frame they contend 
for, I muſt acknowledge he declares againſt all ſuch; 
butif they deſire the continuance of that true Pro- 
teſtant Religion, which hath been profeſſed without 
interruption from the beginning of the Queens 
dayes, and eſtabliſhed by the Laws of this-Land, 
that he undertakes to maintain, that he hath proteſt- 
edin the head of his Army to defend. For: matter 
of Church-government and diſcipline he hath offer» 
ed any juſt reformation, even with areſpect to ten. 
der conſciences in point of Ceremony, hath often 
called his two Houſes to the work indrawing up 
the grievances to ſome head, For priviledges of 
Parliaments and libertie of Subjects: he hath given 
them the like promiſes with the deepeſt Proteſtati- 
ons; and by an excellent moderation , amidſt the 
preſſures and neceſſities of Warre, hath ſhown what 
reſpe& he hath to the propertic and libertie of the 


Subje&. Laſtly, For his choyle of Officers of Stare, . 
he hath promiſed to admit any juſt exception, .and 
F 3 there- - 
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chereupon to relinquiſh the Perſon; and as an aſſy- 
rance of all this, hath ſo farre condeſcended as tro 
take away Starre-chamber, High-commifſion , Bi- 
ſhops votes, &c. and to grant the Continuance of 
this Parliament, and the conſtant return of a Trie- 
niall ; And now after all theſe promiſes and prote- 
ſtations, and ſo many reall expreflions of Grace, 
can any man in conſcience think there was yet place 
left for Propoſitions of ſuch neceſſary concern- 
ment, that except they be granted this kingdome 
muſt be imbroyled ina Civill warre, and the relief 
of Ireland negleed? I ſpeak not this to caſt any 
blemiſh upon the wiſdome of the great Counce], 
or upon their deſires and endeavours to gain a great- 
er ſecurity to the Publick : but I would to God, the 
King were once thought worthy to be truſted a lit- 
tle, and that the Conſciences of his Subjects were 
more reſpected , which cannot ſo cafily be com- 
manded into a refiſtance, being very tender in the 
points of damnation, and taught out of Gods Word 
not to raiſe ſo much as an evil thought againſt the 
King, much leſle to lift up an armed hand. 

Every mans Conſcience now is ſolicited to ad- 
here either co the King in this great cauſe,or to joyn 
with SubjeQs in making reſiſtance : To draw it from 
Allegiance,tongues are ſet on fire of hel, which blaſt 
his Majeſties Actions and Declarations ; and books 
written by hellifh ſpirits, enemies to peace and qui- 
etneſle,are ſuffered to iſſue forth into every corner of 
the land to poſſeſle the people, Thar his promiſes | 
are but words, his acts of Grace wete forced,he will 
not ſtand to them : It ſeems then ke muſt by force 
of Arms be compelled to be willing. Bur let us ſee 

| whether 
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whether a Conſcience that deſires to be ſafe can be 
ſo perſwaded in judging the actions and intentions 
of him (to whom it owes the higheſt duty under 
God) as firſt to conclude he intends not as hepro- 
miſes, and thereupon to reſolve for refiſtance 2 No, 
it will direct it ſelf by the rule of Charity, which is, 
not raſhly to conclude upon the heart which ir 
knoweth not, or to think any evil ; andif the diffe- 
rence be betwixt two, as in this cauſe, it wilthold 
the rule of indifferency, impartially to conſider the 
aQions of both. | 
Conſcience therefore that it may beinfoxmed of 
his Majeſties intentions, will it look upon him at 
ſuch a diſtance as London, and reade him onely in 
thoſe horrid relations that iſſue thence, and conceive 
of him as they report him to the people 2 or will it 
conſider ſome failings that neecffi:y ha's inforced, 


or other accidentall occurrences have occaſioned, . 


and from theſe conctade intentions in him, contrary 
to all his Promiſes and Proteſtations 2: This would 
be too partiall, too uncharitable : Conſcience ought 
alwayes to be tender in judging upon other mens 
intentions, eſpecially thoſe of the Prince,/and thofe 
to be concludedas evil, and to be made;@ground for 
reſiſtance, which runs the hazard of Damnation. _ 
 Inthe 2. Chron; c. 21. 10. Libnah is ſaidto re- 
volt from the King of Judah becauſe he had forſa- 
kenthe Lord; a Text that is objected to us, and 
ſhould have been anſwered inthe firſt part : but it is 
impertinent as all the reſt are, for it neither proves 
the principle, That it is lawfull for the people to re- 


volt when the King forſakes Religion , but _ 
that 
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that ſuch revolt is a puniſhment fromGod upon ſuch 
a King, though a ſinne in the people : Nor doth ir 
come home to the Caſe ; for there the King had 


forſaken; here is onely ſuppoſall that he will , and 


that groundlefle and unconſcionable too. 

For as there was enough in David to clear thoſe 
jealouſies = which that rebellion of the people 
following Abſolom was grounded, ſo is there on 
the Kings part, to dire Conſcience againſt this de- 
ſperate uncharitable judgement, if it look at thoſe 
many Acts of Grace as new additions to that ſecu- 
rity, by which this State ha's ſo long ſteod, and 
from them conclude, He would not in a fair way 
deny any thing reaſonable : If it confider thoſe ma- 
ny promiſes ſtrengthened with the deepeſt Prote- 
Nations, enforced with deſires of ſucceſle from God 
according to his juſt intentions ; and all theſe, as 
proceeding from a King, under ſuch afflition, in 
ſuch danger, after ſuch ſucceſle and experience of 
Gods proteaion, approving thereby the reality 
and fincerity of his heart : What Conſcience can 
here conclude contrary intentions in him, and not 
think it blaſphemeth God and the King 2 

Furthermore, as Conſcience will not be unchari- 
table when it judgeth npon the intentions of ano- 


ther mans heart, ſo neither will it be partiall when it 


judgeth between two, unto which of them it ſhould 
incline : and therefore he that is abuſed to believe 
amiſle of his King , and ſolicited to enter this way 
of reſiſtance, is highly concerned firſt to conſider, 
Whether they alſo that are the main direRours of 
K,and to whom he would adhere,do diſcharge their 


truſt 


- 
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truſt they are called to, I ſay ſuchan one, unleſſe he 
will refigne up his faith ro men, and receive their 
diftates as the immediate rule of his Conſcience, 
muſt conſider whether all be juſt and honeſt thart is 
done in that way 2 Whether to diveſtthe King of 
the Power of Arms and to uſe them againſt him, be 
todefend his Perſon, Rights, and Dignity £ Whe. 
ther the forcing of the Subjects property, to the ad- 
vancing oof this reſiſtance, and the impriſoning of 
their perſons for deniall, be the maintaining of the 
Right and Liberty of the Subje&t 2 Whether the 
ſuffering of-ſo many Sets to vent their DoQtrines 
with ſuch liberty, and to commit unſufferable out- 
rages npon the publick worſhip of God, with ſuch 
licentiouſnefle, be a defending of Religion and the 
eſtabliſhed worſhip of this Church 2 All theſe du- 
ties every Subje& reſpeRively is bound to dil- 
charge, and the negle& of them his Majeſty has 
chiefly charged upon thoſe that he conceives the 
chief DireRours and Acours in this refiſtance made 
apainſt him, and every man in Conſcience ought ſe- 
Tiouſly to conſider it. | 

The neceflity of the Commonwealth is pretend- 
ed to defend the not-defending of the premiſes; and 


when as no neceſſity may excuſe any failings on the 


Kings part, as if his promiſes, by which he ſtands 
obliged to his Subjes, did not ſuppole they for 
their parts alſo ſhould perform: I know not how 
ſome particular men may be engaged and contract a 
neceſſity of reſiſting,or ſeeking ſafety by Arms z but 
I am perſwaded, no man in Conſcience can think it 


a neceſsity of the Commonwealth to have all con. 
G founded 


97 


5o Thereſolving of Conſctence, &c. 
founded, or of a Chriſtian to run the hazard of da- 
mnationby reſiſting. My Conſcience tells me, and 
ſo will theirs one day tell them , how much they 
have to anſwer for not improving that grace and 
willingneſle, they had experience of in his Majeſty 
and might ſtill have found in him, to the ſpeedy and 
happy reformation of this Church and State , I 
pray God ro give them Conſciences truly inlight- 
ned, and bowels truly compaſſionate, that they may 
ſpeedily and feclingly be ſenfible ofthe miſeries this 
Land grones under, and faithfully examine how far 
they are anſwerable for them, by rejecting ſuch rea- 
ſonable means of ſecurity, as they might have had 
for the ſafety of this State, Amen. 

And now if there beany one that will run the ha- 
zard of this reſiſtance, I deſire he would firſt ſet his : 
Conſcience before the Tribunall of God, where it | 
muſt appear, and conſtder whether it will excuſe : 
him there, when he ba's ſhed the bloud of others, : 
and expended his own, to ſay, I verily ſuppoſed and | 
believed my Prince would change Religion, over- | 
throw our Liberties. I muſt tell him it will not be | 
ſafe for him to preſent ſuch a Conſcience at that !' 
barre, a Conſcience that wanted the rule of Faith to ' 
warrattand perſwade the lawfulneſle of reſiſtance | 
upon ſuch a ſuppoſall, a Conſcience that wanted the | 
certainty of perſwaſion that the Princes heart | 
(which God onely knows) was ſo inclined, a Con- | 
ſcience that wanted the judgement 'of Charity, in | 
concluding-ſuch intentions in the King notwith- | 
fanding all his promiſes and deepeſt proteſtarions | 
made in the time of histrouble without which Cha- | 

| rity ; 
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rity all is nothing though he layes down (as he 
thinks) his life for Religion. Such a Conſcience I 

muſt needs conclude finfull, and liable to that 
which the Apoſtle threatens unto 
Reſiſtance, Damnation, 


FINTIS. 


